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Figure 1 - Comparison of TDG Station Temperatures and Scroll Case Temperatures at Ice Harbor -1999
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Figure 2 - Maximum Observed Water Temperature
in the Forebay of Lower Granite Dam
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Figure 3 - Maximum Observed Water Temperature in the Forebay of Ice Harbor Dam
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Figure 7 - Simulated Temperatures at Lower Monumental
for Unimpounded Conditions and 1994 Environmental Variables
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Figure 9 - Lower Granite - 1977
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Figure 10 - Ice Harbor - 1977
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Figure 11 - Lower Granite - 1980
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Figure 12 - Ice Harbor - 1980
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Figure 13 - Lower Granite - 1990
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Figure 14 - Ice Harbor - 1990
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impacts requiring subgtantive changes to the Proposal. The review may have discloged CPPOrtunities for
application of mitigation measures that could be accomplished with no more than minor

xc--lnvitnmtumtm =

The EPA review hag identified adverge ‘environmencal impacts that are of sufficient magnitude that they
are unsatisfactory from the standpoint of public health or welfare or environmental qualicy. EpA intends to

citogozy 2 - - Ingufficient Informatien

EPA does not believe that the draft EIS adequately asgesges Potentially significane eovironmental
impacts of the action, or the EpPA ‘reviewer hag identified new, Teascnably available alternacives that are
outside of the spectrua of alternatives analyzed in the draft BIS, which should be analyzed in order to reduce
‘the potentially significant enviroomental impacts. Epp believes that the identified additional information,
data, analyses, or discussions are of such a magnitude that they ghould bha
Stage. EPA does not believe that the




